Message

From: Bahadori, Tina [fO=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=7DA7967DCAFB4C5BBC39C666FEE31EC3-BAHADORI, TINA]

Sent: 2/3/2018 9:55:04 PM

To: Wendy Heiger-Bernays [whb@bu.edu]

Subject: RE: [CHEscience] EPA's IRIS in fight for its life -- against EPA (Intercept)

Yes, thanks. Hope you are well.
Tina

From: Wendy Heiger-Bernays [mailto:whb@bu.edu]

Sent: Saturday, February 3, 2018 3:15 PM

To: Bahadori, Tina <Bahadori.Tina@epa.gov>

Subject: Fwd: [CHEscience] EPA's IRIS in fight for its life -- against EPA (Intercept)

Thank you.

Wendy

Wendy Heiger-Bernays, PhD
Dep't of Environmental Health

BU School of Public Health

Begin forwarded message:

From: michael lerner < Personal Email / Ex. 6

Date: February 3, 2018 at 1:13:54 PM EST

To: CHEscience <chescience@healthandenvironment.org™>

Subject: [CHEscience] EPA's IRIS in fight for its life -- against EPA (Intercept)

EPA DIVISION THAT
STUDIES THE

HEALTH RISKS OF
TOXIC CHEMICALS IS
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IN A FIGHT FOR ITS
LIFE — AGAINST THE

EPA

February 3 2818, #1348 & m,

A SMALL BUT vitally important program within the
Environmental Protection Agency is in a fight for its life.
The Integrated Risk Information System, or IRIS, is the
only division of the EPA that independently assesses the
toxicity of chemicals. IRIS supplies evaluations used by
states, tribes, private developers, Superfund sites, and
foreign countries, among others, and has long been a
target of the companies whose profits can rise and fall
based on its findings.

Thursday and Friday to review the program’s recent
progress brought IRIS’s defenders together with its critics.
Though the agenda focused on IRIS’s scientific process
and whether the program has adequately

incorporated guidance the academy gave it in 2014,
questions about its survival permeated the meeting.

It’s not clear how IRIS might lose its ability to continue
independently evaluating chemicals, but one possibility is
that it would be folded into another division of the EPA, as
the 2018 Senate Appropriations Billproposes. According to
that plan, staff would be moved from the current division
of the agency, which is primarily concerned with science,
to the Office of Chemical Safety and Pollution Prevention,
which deals with regulation.

The transfer from a scientific to a regulatory part of the
agency would hobble the program, according to many
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familiar with its work. “Moving it would bias the risk
assessments,” said Tracey Woodruft, director of the
Program on Reproductive Health and the Environment at
the University of California, San Francisco. “You should
try to keep the science separate, then use the independent
science for regulation.”

An arguably bigger cause for concern is the current leader
of that regulatory office: Nancy Beck, who worked at the
American Chemistry Council before joining the EPA

and seems to have maintained her allegiance to industry.

Another possible threat to IRIS and the trustworthiness of
government information on chemicals is that Beck and
others could attempt an end-run around the program. The
Oftfice of Chemical Safety and Pollution Prevention is
responsible for overseeing the implementation of the
recently updated chemical law. Although some of the
chemicals up for review under that law have already been
evaluated by IRIS, it's unclear whether Beck’s office will
use those assessments, which have been subject to
independent reviews, or use other studies to reach
conclusions that are better received by industry.

“We are very concerned that this is a parallel process,”
Jennifer Sass of the Natural Resources Defense Council
warned at the meeting.

<IMageo02.ipg>

Tina Bahadori, left, of the EPA’s National Center for Environmental
Assessment, during the meeting at National Academies of Sciences,
Engineering, and Medicine.

Fierce attacks on the little office within the EPA are
nothing new. “Industry has been hating on IRIS for a long
time,” said Woodruff, who worked as a senior scientist and
policy adviser at the EPA under the Clinton and Bush
administrations and said that hostility toward assessors
within the agency is par for the course. “They are

ED_002191_00018959-00003



constantly being harassed by the chemical industry and
told their science is bad because it doesn’t align with what
they want their science o say.”

But the attacks on IRIS have reached a new level over the
past vear. The program that assesses the likelihood that
rarious chemicals cause cancer and other diseases is
“facing some of the most intense and sustained pressures
in the history of this agency,” said Karl Brooks, a former
EPA regional administrator who left the agency in 2016. “1
have never seen this amount of pressure being dedicated
to career scientists at the agency.”

While talk of budgets and political attacks swirled around
them, IRIS staff remained focused on science. Kris Thayer,
the director ot IRIS, and Tina Bahadori, who directs the
EPA’s National Center for Environmental Assessment,
which includes IRIS, meticulously laid out the scientific
processes involved in their evaluations — in front of an
audience packed with representatives of industry and
science-for-hire groups, including the American Petroleum
Institute, the American Chemistry Council, the
Naphthalene Council, Ramboll Environ, and Gradient.

Among the chemicals currently in the program’s sights
are uranium, chloroform, ethvibenzene, and Bahadori and
Thayer discussed plans to move ahead with evaluations of
mercury, manganese, and PFAScompounds.

Though they have studied only a tiny fraction of the tens of
thousands of chemicals in use, IRIS staff have also recently
had to revisit one completed assessment. The chemical in
question, chloroprene, has been polluting the air of

a community in Louisiana for decades. Because of a 2010
IRIS evaluation of chloroprene, the people of St. John the
Baptist, which is just across a fence from a factory that
emits chloroprene, learned that they had by far the highest
risk of cancer in the country from air pollution. In June,
they sued both DuPont, which operated the plant starting
in 1969, and Denka, which bought it in 2015.

The same month, Ramboll Environ, a scientific consulting
company that has been paid by both companies, asked
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IRIS to review its evaluation of chloroprene. Ramboll
Environ claimed that the evaluation was flawed and asked
that IRIS “correct” it by changing its classification of the
chemical from a “probable” to “suggestive” human
carcinogen and by replacing the safety limit for
chloroprene set by IRIS with one calculated by the
industry scientists to be 156 times higher.

Last week, IRIS denied the request to tailor the evaluation
of the chemical to its manufacturers’ liking. The

EPA’s response, which Bahadori presented at the meeting,
included a detailed explanation of the scientific evidence
supporting their denial and a 36-page review of
chloroprene studies that have come out since the initial
evaluation.

The response ate up considerable staff time, Bahadori told
The Intercept.

“We killed ourselves,” she said. “But it was our firm
response that you can’t change the science just because
you don’t like the answers.”

https://theintercept. com/2018/02/03/epa-iris-toxic-chemicals/

The only wisdom we can hope to acquire
Is the wisdom of humility: humility is endless.

T.S. Eliot

I regret I can't respond to all email. If I miss your message or you anticipate a response, please
re-send with RSVP in the title line. Thanks for understanding, Michael

You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups "CHEscience"
group.

To unsubscribe from this group and stop receiving emails from it, send an email to
chescience+unsubscribe@healthandenvironment.org.
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To post to this group, send email to chescience@healthandenvironment.org.
Visit this group at https://groups.google.com/a/healthandenvironment. org/group/chescience/.
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